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NOTICE OF INTENT 

 

Department of Environmental Quality 

Office of the Secretary 

Legal Division 

 

CAFO Rule Update 

(LAC 33:IX.2505) (WQ087) 

 

 Under the authority of the Environmental Quality Act, R.S. 30:2001 et seq., and in 

accordance with the provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act, R.S. 49:950 et seq., the 

secretary gives notice that rulemaking procedures have been initiated to amend the Water Quality 

regulations, LAC 33:IX.2505 (WQ087). 

 

 This rule removes the vacated portions of the 2008 CAFO Rule (77 FR 44494), which 

required CAFOs that propose to discharge to apply for an NPDES permit.  The requirement for a 

Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation (CAFO) to apply for an LPDES permit will revert back 

to the 2003 CAFO rule, where the CAFO must obtain an LPDES permit if the CAFO discharges 

a regulated wastewater. The vacated elements include:  

 1) the requirement for CAFOs that are “designed, constructed, operated or  maintained 

 such that a discharge of regulated wastewater will occur” to apply for an LPDES permit 

 (LAC 33: IX.2505.D.1), 

 2) deadlines for CAFO operators to seek coverage (LAC 33: IX.2505.F), 

 3) the duty to maintain permit coverage (LAC 33: IX.2505.G) and  

 4) the no discharge certification option (LAC 33:  IX.2505.I) 

 On July 30, 2012, EPA published a final rule amending the regulations eliminating the 

requirement where an owner or operator of a concentrated animal feeding operation (CAFO) that 

proposes to discharge must apply for a national pollutant discharge elimination system (NPDES) 

permit. This rule also removed the voluntary certification option for an unpermitted CAFO since 

the "propose to discharge" requirement renders the certification option unnecessary.  The 

certification option allowed CAFO owners and operators to certify that if they discharge, they 

must seek permit coverage. Since specific date deadlines have passed, timing requirements 

related to when CAFO operators must seek coverage under an NPDES permit renewal were 

removed.  EPA’s final rule is due to the United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit (the 

Court) opinion that vacated those portions of the 2008 CAFO rule requiring a CAFO to apply for 

an NPDES permit if they proposed to discharge. National Pork Producers Council v. EPA, 635 

F.3d 738, 756 (5th Cir. 2011).  The basis and rational for this rule is to be consistent with the 

federal regulations.  This rule meets an exception listed in R.S. 30:2019(D)(2) and R.S. 

49:953(G)(3); therefore, no report regarding environmental/health benefits and social/economic 

costs is required.   

 

This rule has no known impact on family formation, stability, and autonomy as described 

in R.S. 49:972.  

 

This rule has no known impact on poverty as described in R.S. 49:973. 

 

 A public hearing will be held on September 25, 2013, at 1:30 p.m. in the Galvez Building, 
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Oliver Pollock Conference Room, 602 N. Fifth Street, Baton Rouge, LA 70802.  Interested 

persons are invited to attend and submit oral comments on the proposed amendments.  Should 

individuals with a disability need an accommodation in order to participate, contact Deidra 

Johnson at the address given below or at (225) 219-3985.  Two hours of free parking are allowed 

in the Galvez Garage with a validated parking ticket. 

 

 All interested persons are invited to submit written comments on the proposed regulation. 

Persons commenting should reference this proposed regulation by WQ087.  Such comments 

must be received no later than October 2, 2013, at 4:30 p.m., and should be sent to Deidra 

Johnson, Attorney Supervisor, Office of the Secretary, Legal Division, Box 4302, Baton Rouge, 

LA 70821-4302 or to FAX (225) 219-4068 or by e-mail to deidra.johnson@la.gov.  Copies of 

these proposed regulations can be purchased by contacting the DEQ Public Records Center at 

(225) 219-3168.  Check or money order is required in advance for each copy of WQ087. These 

proposed regulations are available on the Internet at 

www.deq.louisiana.gov/portal/tabid/1669/default.aspx. 

 

 These proposed regulations are available for inspection at the following DEQ office locations 

from 8 a.m. until 4:30 p.m.:  602 N. Fifth Street, Baton Rouge, LA 70802; 1823 Highway 546, 

West Monroe, LA 71292; State Office Building, 1525 Fairfield Avenue, Shreveport, LA 71101; 

1301 Gadwall Street, Lake Charles, LA 70615; 111 New Center Drive, Lafayette, LA 70508; 110 

Barataria Street, Lockport, LA 70374; 201 Evans Road, Bldg. 4, Suite 420, New Orleans, LA  

70123. 

 

      Herman Robinson, CPM 

      Executive Counsel

http://www.deq.louisiana.gov/portal/tabid/1669/default.aspx
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Title 33 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

Part IX. Water Quality 

 

Subpart 2. The Louisiana Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (LPDES) Program 

Chapter 25. Permit Application and Special LPDES Program Requirements 

§2505. Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations (CAFO) 

 A. Permit Requirement for CAFOs. Concentrated animal feeding operations (CAFO), as 

defined in Subsection B of this Section or designated in accordance with Subsection C of this 

Section, are point sources, subject to LPDES permitting requirements as provided in this Chapter. 

Once an animal feeding operation is defined as a CAFO for at least one type of animal, the LPDES 

requirements for CAFOs apply with respect to all animals in confinement at the operation and all 

manure, litter, and process wastewater generated by those animals or the production of those animals, 

regardless of the type of animal. 

B. – C.3.b.  … 

 D. Who mustshall seek coverage under an LPDES permit? 

 1. The owner or operator of a CAFO mustshall seek coverage under an LPDES 

permit if the CAFO discharges or proposes to discharge a regulated wastewater. A CAFO 

proposes to discharge if it is designed, constructed, operated, or maintained such that a discharge 

of regulated wastewater will occur. Specifically, the CAFO owner or operator mustshall either 

apply for an individual LPDES permit or submit a notice of intent for coverage under an LPDES 

general permit. If the state administrative authority has not made a general permit available to the 

CAFO, the CAFO owner or operator mustshall submit an application for an individual permit to 

the state administrative authority. 
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 2. Information to Submit with Permit Application or Notice of Intent. An application for 

an individual permit mustshall include the information specified in LAC 33:IX.2501. A notice of 

intent for a general permit mustshall include the information specified in LAC 33:IX.2501 and 2515. 

 E. – E.2.  …  

 F. By when shall the owner or operator of a CAFO have an NPDES permit if it 

discharges?   

  1. A CAFO shall be covered by a permit at the time that it discharges.When 

must the owner or operator of a CAFO seek coverage under an LPDES permit? Any CAFO that 

is required to seek permit coverage under Paragraph D.1 of this Section must seek coverage when 

the CAFO proposes to discharge, unless a later deadline is specified as follows. 

 1. Operations Defined as CAFOs Prior to April 14, 2003. For operations defined 

as CAFOs under regulations that were in effect prior to April 14, 2003, the owner or operator 

must have or seek to obtain coverage under an LPDES permit as of April 14, 2003, and comply 

with all applicable LPDES requirements, including the duty to maintain permit coverage in 

accordance with Subsection G of this Section. 

 2. Operations Defined as CAFOs as of April 14, 2003, That Were Not Defined 

as CAFOs Prior to That Date. For all operations defined as CAFOs as of April 14, 2003, that 

were not defined as CAFOS prior to that date, the owner or operator of the CAFO must seek to 

obtain coverage under an LPDES permit by February 27, 2009. 

 3. Operations That Become Defined as CAFOs After April 14, 2003, but Which 

Are Not New Sources. For a newly-constructed CAFO or AFO that makes changes to its 

operations that result in its becoming defined as a CAFO for the first time after April 14, 2003, 

but that is not a new source, the owner or operator must seek to obtain coverage under an LPDES 
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permit, as follows: 

  a. for newly-constructed operations not subject to effluent limitations 

guidelines, within 180 days prior to the time the CAFO commences operation; 

  b. for other operations (e.g., resulting from an increase in the number of 

animals), as soon as possible, but no later than 90 days after becoming defined as a CAFO; or  

  c. if an operational change that makes the operation a CAFO would not 

have made it a CAFO prior to April 14, 2003, the operation has until February 27, 2009, or 90 

days after becoming defined as a CAFO, whichever is later, to seek coverage under an LPDES 

permit. 

 4. New Sources. The owner or operator of a new source must seek to obtain 

coverage under an LPDES permit at least 180 days prior to the time that the CAFO commences 

operation. 

 5. Operations That Are Designated as CAFOs. For operations designated as a 

CAFO in accordance with Subsection C of this Section, the owner or operator must seek to 

obtain coverage under an LPDES permit no later than 90 days after receiving notice of the 

designation. 

 G. ReservedDuty to Maintain Permit Coverage. No later than 180 days before the expiration 

of the permit, or as provided by the state administrative authority, any permitted CAFO must 

submit an application to renew its permit, in accordance with LAC 33:IX.2501.D, unless the 

CAFO will not discharge or propose to discharge upon expiration of the permit. 

 H. – H.2.  … 

 I. No Discharge Certification Option  

 1. The owner or operator of a CAFO that meets the eligibility criteria in 
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Paragraph I.2 of this Section may certify to the state administrative authority that the CAFO does 

not discharge or propose to discharge. A CAFO owner or operator who certifies that the CAFO 

does not discharge, or propose to discharge, manure, litter, or process wastewater is not required 

to seek coverage under an LPDES permit pursuant to Paragraph D.1 of this Section, provided 

that the CAFO is designed, constructed, operated, and maintained in accordance with the 

requirements of Paragraphs I.2 and 3 of this Section, and subject to the limitations in Paragraph 

I.4 of this Section. 

 2. Eligibility Criteria. In order to certify that a CAFO does not discharge or 

propose to discharge, the owner or operator of a CAFO must document, based on an objective 

assessment of the conditions at the CAFO, that the CAFO is designed, constructed, operated, and 

maintained in a manner such that the CAFO will not discharge, as follows: 

  a. the CAFO's production area is designed, constructed, operated, and 

maintained so as not to discharge. The CAFO must maintain documentation that demonstrates 

that: 

    i. any open manure storage structures are designed, constructed, 

operated, and maintained to achieve no discharge based on a technical evaluation in accordance 

with the elements of the technical evaluation set forth in 40 CFR 412.46(a)(1)(i) - (viii); 

 ii. any part of the CAFO's production area that is not addressed by 

Clause I.2.a.i of this Section is designed, constructed, operated, and maintained such that there 

will be no discharge of manure, litter, or process wastewater; and 

 iii. the CAFO implements the additional measures set forth in 40 

CFR 412.37(a) and (b); 

  b. the CAFO has developed and is implementing an up-to-date nutrient 
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management plan to ensure no discharge from the CAFO, including from all land application 

areas under the control of the CAFO, that addresses, at a minimum, the following: 

    i. the elements of LAC 33:IX.2703.E.1.a - i and 40 CFR 412.37(c); and 

    ii. all site-specific operation and maintenance practices necessary to ensure no 

discharge, including any practices or conditions established by a technical evaluation pursuant to 

Clause I.2.a.i of this Section; and  

  c. the CAFO will maintain documentation required by this Paragraph 

either on site or at a nearby office, or otherwise make such documentation readily available to 

the state administrative authority upon request. 

 3. Submission to the State Administrative Authority. In order to certify that a CAFO 

does not discharge or propose to discharge, the CAFO owner or operator must complete and 

submit to the state administrative authority, by certified mail or an equivalent method of 

documentation, a certification that includes, at a minimum, the following information: 

  a. the legal name, address, and phone number of the CAFO owner or 

operator (see LAC 33:IX.2501.B); 

  b. the CAFO name and address, the county name, and the latitude and 

longitude where the CAFO is located; 

  c. a statement that describes the basis for the CAFO’s certification that it 

satisfies the eligibility requirements identified in Paragraph I.2 of this Section; and 

 d. the following certification statement, signed in accordance with the 

signatory requirements of LAC 33:IX.2503: 

“I certify under penalty of law that I am the owner or operator of a concentrated animal 

feeding operation (CAFO), identified as [Name of CAFO], and that said CAFO meets the 
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requirements of LAC 33:IX.2505.I. I have read and understand the eligibility requirements of 

LAC 33:IX.2505.I.2 for certifying that a CAFO does not discharge or propose to discharge and 

further certify that this CAFO satisfies the eligibility requirements. As part of this certification, I 

am including the information required by LAC 33:IX.2505.I.3. I also understand the conditions 

set forth in LAC 33:IX.2505.I.4, 5, and 6 regarding loss and withdrawal of certification. I certify 

under penalty of law that this document and all other documents required for this certification 

were prepared under my direction or supervision and that qualified personnel properly gathered 

and evaluated the information submitted. Based upon my inquiry of the person or persons 

directly involved in gathering and evaluating the information, the information submitted is to 

the best of my knowledge and belief true, accurate and complete. I am aware there are 

significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and 

imprisonment for knowing violations.” 

 4. Term of Certification. A certification that meets the requirements of 

Paragraphs I.2 and 3 of this Section shall become effective on the date it is submitted, unless the 

state administrative authority establishes an effective date of up to 30 days after the date of 

submission. Certification will remain in effect for five years or until the certification is no 

longer valid or is withdrawn, whichever occurs first. A certification is no longer valid when a 

discharge has occurred or when the CAFO ceases to meet the eligibility criteria in Paragraph I.2 

of this Section. 

 5. Withdrawal of Certification 

  a. At any time, a CAFO may withdraw its certification by notifying the 

state administrative authority by certified mail or an equivalent method of documentation. A 

certification is withdrawn on the date the notification is submitted to the state administrative 
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authority. The CAFO does not need to specify any reason for the withdrawal in its notification 

to the state administrative authority. 

  b. If a certification becomes invalid in accordance with Paragraph I.4 of 

this Section, the CAFO must withdraw its certification within three days of the date on which 

the CAFO becomes aware that the certification is invalid. Once a CAFO's certification is no 

longer valid, the CAFO is subject to the requirement in Paragraph D.1 of this Section to seek 

permit coverage if it discharges or proposes to discharge. 

 6. Recertification 

  a. A previously-certified CAFO that does not discharge or propose to 

discharge may recertify in accordance with this Subsection, except that where the CAFO has 

discharged, the CAFO may only recertify if the following additional conditions are met: 

  i. the CAFO had a valid certification at the time of the discharge; 

  ii. the owner or operator satisfies the eligibility criteria of Paragraph 

I.2 of the Section, including any necessary modifications to the CAFO's design, construction, 

operation, and/or maintenance to permanently address the cause of the discharge and ensure that 

no discharge from this cause occurs in the future; 

  iii. the CAFO has not previously recertified after a discharge from 

the same cause; and 

   iv. the owner or operator submits to the state administrative authority 

for review a description of the discharge, including the date, time, cause, duration, and 

approximate volume of the discharge, and a detailed explanation of the steps taken by the 

CAFO to permanently address the cause of the discharge, in addition to submitting a 

certification in accordance with Paragraph I.3 of this Section. 
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  b. Notwithstanding Paragraph I.4 of this Section, a recertification that 

meets the requirements of Clauses I.6.a.iii and iv of this Section shall only become effective 30 

days from the date of submission of the recertification documentation. 

 J. Effect of Certification 

 1. An unpermitted CAFO certified in accordance with Subsection I of this 

Section is presumed not to propose to discharge. If such a CAFO does discharge, it is not in 

violation of the requirement that CAFOs that propose to discharge seek permit coverage 

pursuant to Paragraph D.1 and Subsection F of this Section, with respect to that discharge. In all 

instances, the discharge of a pollutant without a permit is a violation of the Clean Water Act 

Section 301(a) prohibition against unauthorized discharges from point sources. 

 2. In any enforcement proceeding for failure to seek permit coverage under 

Paragraph D.1 or Subsection F of this Section that is related to a discharge from an unpermitted 

CAFO, the burden is on the CAFO to establish that it did not propose to discharge prior to the 

discharge when the CAFO either did not submit certification documentation as provided in 

Paragraph I.3 or Clause I.6.a.iv of this Section within at least five years prior to the discharge, or 

withdrew its certification in accordance with Paragraph I.5 of this Section. Design, construction, 

operation, and maintenance in accordance with the criteria of Paragraph I.2 of this Section 

satisfies this burden. 

 AUTHORITY NOTE: Promulgated in accordance with R.S. 30:2001 et seq., and in 

particular Section 2074(B)(3) and (B)(4). 

 HISTORICAL NOTE: Promulgated by the Department of Environmental Quality, 

Office of Water Resources, LR 21:945 (September 1995), amended by the Office of 

Environmental Assessment, Environmental Planning Division, LR 28:467 (March 2002), LR 

29:1463 (August 2003), repromulgated LR 30:230 (February 2004), amended by the Office of 

Environmental Assessment, LR 31:1577 (July 2005), amended by the Office of the Secretary, 

Legal Affairs Division, LR 32:819 (May 2006), LR 33:2360 (November 2007), LR 35:648 (April 

2009), amended by the Office of the Secretary, Legal Division, LR 39:**. 
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FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES 
 
 

Person 
Preparing Kimberly Corts 
Statement: Kimberly.Corts@la.gov      Dept.: Environmental Quality     
   (email address) 
Phone:  (225)219-3208        Office: Environmental Services 
 
Return             Rule 
Address:  602 N. 5th. St.__            __                   Title: CAFO Rule Update (LAC 33:IX.2505) 
    Baton Rouge, LA 70802 ___                  
              Date Rule 
              Takes Effect:   Upon Promulgation                             
 
 SUMMARY 
 (Use complete sentences) 
 
In accordance with Section 953 of Title 49 of the Louisiana Revised Statutes, there is hereby submitted a 
fiscal and economic impact statement on the rule proposed for adoption, repeal or amendment.  THE 
FOLLOWING STATEMENTS SUMMARIZE ATTACHED WORKSHEETS, I THROUGH IV AND WILL BE 
PUBLISHED IN THE LOUISIANA REGISTER WITH THE PROPOSED AGENCY RULE. 
 
I. ESTIMATED IMPLEMENTATION COSTS (SAVINGS) TO STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL 
UNITS (Summary) 
 
There will be no implementation costs or savings to state or local governmental units as a result of the 
proposed rule change.  The proposed rule currently affects only one horse racing facility in the state, and 
the Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality anticipates that few concentrated animal feed 
operations (CAFOs) will be affected by the proposed rule change in the future. 
 
 
II. ESTIMATED EFFECT ON REVENUE COLLECTIONS OF STATE OR LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL 
UNITS (Summary) 
 
The proposed rule change will not have a significant effect on permitting fees collected by the Department 
of Environmental Quality because the proposed change affects only one horse racing facility in the state 
currently.  Furthermore, the Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality anticipates that few such 
CAFOs will be affected by the proposed rule change in the future. 
 
 
III. ESTIMATED COSTS AND/OR ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO DIRECTLY AFFECTED PERSONS OR 
NON-GOVERNMENTAL GROUPS (Summary) 
 
There will be no significant costs and/or economic benefits to directly affected persons or non-
governmental groups from the proposed rule change.  One horse racing facility in the state will not be 
required to obtain a waste water permit due to the proposed rule change.  This horse racing facility will 
avoid paying a permitting fee and use of staff time to prepare the permit.  There may also be a few CAFOs 
in the future that will not be required to obtain a waste water permit in the future due to the proposed rule 
changes. 
 
 
IV. ESTIMATED EFFECT ON COMPETITION AND EMPLOYMENT (Summary) 
 
There is no estimated effect on competition or employment as a result of the proposed rule change. 

 

mailto:Kimberly.Corts@la.gov
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                                 _________                                _                                                                         _ 
Signature of Agency Head or Designee     Legislative Fiscal Officer or Designee   
 
Herman Robinson, CPM,  Executive Counsel 
Typed Name and Title of Agency Head or Designee 
 
                   _________________                          _                ______________                        _ 
Date of Signature                               Date of Signature 
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FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT 
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE RULES 

 
The following information is requested in order to assist the Legislative Fiscal Office in its review of the 
fiscal and economic impact statement and to assist the appropriate legislative oversight subcommittee in 
its deliberation on the proposed rule. 
 
A. Provide a brief summary of the content of the rule (if proposed for adoption, or repeal) or a brief 

summary of the change in the rule (if proposed for amendment).  Attach a copy of the notice of intent 
and a copy of the rule proposed for initial adoption or repeal (or, in the case of a rule change, copies 
of both the current and proposed rules with amended portions indicated). 

 
LDEQ is removing the designation of “drinking water supply” use from nine water body 
subsegments based on an evaluation of the existing uses of drinking water supply in those 
subsegments. Descriptions of two subsegments are being revised to accurately reflect the waters 
that have an existing use of drinking water supply. 

 
 
B. Summarize the circumstances which require this action.  If the Action is required by federal regulation, 

attach a copy of the applicable regulation. 
 

On July 30, 2012, EPA published a final rule amending the regulations eliminating the requirement 
where an owner or operator of a concentrated animal feeding operation (CAFO) that proposes to 
discharge must apply for a national pollutant discharge elimination system (NPDES) permit. This 
rule also removed the voluntary certification option for an unpermitted CAFO since the "propose to 
discharge" requirement renders the certification option unnecessary.  The certification option 
allowed CAFO owners and operators to certify that if they discharge, they must seek permit 
coverage. Since specific date deadlines have passed, timing requirements related to when CAFO 
operators must seek coverage under an NPDES permit renewal were removed.  EPA’s final rule 
is due to the United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit (the Court) opinion that vacated 
those portions of the 2008 CAFO rule requiring a CAFO to apply for an NPDES permit if they 
proposed to discharge. National Pork Producers Council v. EPA, 635 F.3d 738, 756 (5th Cir. 
2011). 

 
 
C. Compliance with Act 11 of the 1986 First Extraordinary Session 

(1) Will the proposed rule change result in any increase in the expenditure of funds?  If so, specify 
amount and source of funding. 

 
The proposed rule change will not result in any increase in the expenditure of funds. 

 
 

(2) If the answer to (1) above is yes, has the Legislature specifically appropriated the funds necessary 
for the associated expenditure increase? 

 
(a)         Yes.  If yes, attach documentation. 
(b)         No.  If no, provide justification as to why this rule change should be published at this time. 

 
This question is not applicable. 
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FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

WORKSHEET 
 
 
I. A. COSTS OR SAVINGS TO STATE AGENCIES RESULTING FROM THE ACTION PROPOSED 
 

1. What is the anticipated increase (decrease) in costs to implement the proposed action? 
   There is no anticipated increase or decrease in costs to implement the proposed action. 
COSTS         FY13-14   FY14-15   FY15-16    _ 
PERSONAL SERVICES    0 0 0 
OPERATING EXPENSES   0 0 0 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 0 0 0 
OTHER CHARGES     0 0 0 
EQUIPMENT     ________ _ 0____________ _ _0________________0______________ 
TOTAL       __________0____________  __0________________0______________ 
MAJOR REPAIR & CONSTR ________  _0_____________    0____________ _ __0______________ 
POSITIONS (#)    _ _________  0_____________  _0________________0______________ 

 
2. Provide a narrative explanation of the costs or savings shown in "A.1.", including the increase 
or reduction in workload or additional paperwork (number of new forms, additional documentation, 
etc.) anticipated as a result of the implementation of the proposed action.  Describe all data, 
assumptions, and methods used in calculating these costs. 

 
This statement is not applicable. 

 
3. Sources of funding for implementing the proposed rule or rule change. 

_______________________________________________________________________________ 
SOURCE        FY13-14   FY14-15   FY15-16       _ 
STATE GENERAL FUND       -0-     -0-     -0-    
AGENCY SELF-GENERATED       -0-     -0-     -0-    
DEDICATED          -0-     -0-     -0-    
FEDERAL FUNDS         -0-     -0-     -0-    
OTHER (Specify)         -0-      -0-______________ -0-_______  
TOTAL            -0-     -0-     -0-           
 

4. Does your agency currently have sufficient funds to implement the proposed action?  If not, 
how and when do you anticipate obtaining such funds? 

 
The department has sufficient funds to implement the proposed action. 

 
 
 B. COST OR SAVINGS TO LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS RESULTING FROM THE ACTION 

PROPOSED. 
 

1. Provide an estimate of the anticipated impact of the proposed action on local governmental 
units, including adjustments in workload and paperwork requirements.  Describe all data, 
assumptions and methods used in calculating this impact. 

 
No impact on local governmental units is anticipated. 
 

 
2. Indicate the sources of funding of the local governmental unit which will be affected by these 
costs or savings. 
 
This statement is not applicable. 
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FISCAL AND ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

WORKSHEET 
 
 
II. EFFECT ON REVENUE COLLECTIONS OF STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTAL UNITS 
 

A. What increase (decrease) in revenues can be anticipated from the proposed action? 
 No increase or decrease in revenues is anticipated from the proposed action. 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 
REVENUE INCREASE/DECREASE   FY13-14   FY14-15   FY15-16   
STATE GENERAL FUND         -0-     -0-     -0-    
AGENCY SELF-GENERATED        -0-     -0-     -0-    
RESTRICTED FUNDS*          -0-     -0-     -0-    
FEDERAL FUNDS           -0-     -0-     -0-    
LOCAL FUNDS            -0-______________   -0-____________ __-0-________ 
TOTAL              -0-      -0-     -0-    
*Specify the particular fund being impacted. 
 

B. Provide a narrative explanation of each increase or decrease in revenues shown in "A."  Describe 
all data, assumptions, and methods used in calculating these increases or decreases. 

 
This statement is not applicable. 

 
 
 
 
 

 
III. COSTS AND/OR ECONOMIC BENEFITS TO DIRECTLY AFFECTED PERSONS OR 

NONGOVERNMENTAL GROUPS 
 

A. What persons or non-governmental groups would be directly affected by the proposed action?  
For each, provide an estimate and a narrative description of any effect on costs, including 
workload adjustments and additional paperwork (number of new forms, additional documentation, 
etc.), they may have to incur as a result of the proposed action. 

 
No persons or non-governmental groups will incur costs or realize economic benefits from the 
proposed action. 

 
 

 
B. Also provide an estimate and a narrative description of any impact on receipts and/or income 

resulting from this rule or rule change to these groups. 
 

There will be no impact on receipts and/or income from the proposed action. 
 
IV. EFFECTS ON COMPETITION AND EMPLOYMENT 
 

Identify and provide estimates of the impact of the proposed action on competition and employment in 
the public and private sectors.  Include a summary of any data, assumptions and methods used in 
making these estimates. 

 
There will be no impact on competition or employment in the public or private sector as a result of 
the proposed action. 

 


